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If you. will pardon the dsu'sls csteadr©* the enclosed says yea Rave no wstopoly. 

la fairswss to i- *r. Sci'o, whose nsae I mention, I think te should sae this. 

Toa did report the January 27 trMseei.pt* honestly and fairly. 

You also suppressed that of January 22. 


2 ©RT3 Mil Calitorne a xere* in ApEil, Is. 
it with as. He sent it to Washington because fcl 
discussed it uiil; pe. 


is** lost. % thereafter disease©! 
rarsaftor others of yo«r staff also 


hut shea the dP put Son rfothborg’s else fair sp& sf&vasfte story oa the >-ir© 
you did not carry it. I aade no inquiry hat ssother who asked your satianal desk 
told ses he m told if ym**we assn eas transcript yeajhne seen thsss sil, 

Shis was sot your Watergate standard. 

if you oss^t find your copy sad you can take the tiae to road 
doufeie-^paeefi pampas I ’ll sand you s copy. If X were the editor ©X 


a doasa. 


East sad had nothing to do vdth kiilias the IP story or aoeias; to 
did riot htve a heat os it I’d leant to knew if these tasder sc were 


it that ay paper 
ir.ci'-rtisl and 


followed sound, impartial editorial j&igsra&nt. , 

®» way tbiafcs arc going you nay cobs to realise now I feel ana haw; felt 
all these years trhan the rick and Influential papers failed so. this ssjer story 
sad than treated e® aad sy work »» they saws while I kepi going deeper and teepar 
into debt to do what the papers should failed to co. 


There are many stsrf.es not yet - written that could have been* including ty tbs 
Post, for e decade. I hops to hats a book with such of what the atarraa. CoaBiss&ea 
did not have out pretty soon. .Ss fast as a oae-saa iirrcrtigaior/ roaesruf tar/ publisher 
ilnelKaiar jssil reos) and sooetine 3js sysj? can. 

As i think you :nos» I save nothing that most editors would consider & , 

public rslatisas «k^ki»©at. 
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